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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-19 are presented for examination. 

Priority 

2. The effective filing date for the subject matter in the pending claims in this 
application is 01/14/2002. 

Drawings 

3. The Examiner contends that the drawings submitted on 01/14/2002 are 
acceptable for examination proceedings. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-11,13, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

6. As per claim 1 , the scope of claim 1 is unclear because step (c) indicates that 
participants having the session identifier will respond, but in step (b) the session 
identifier was included in the message sent by the inquiring participant to all network 
members. Further the claim does not describe or indicate a step that the session 
identifier is provided by any means other than receipt of the transmission from the 
inquiring participant. Thus it is unclear how participants are distinguished from the set 
of members of the computing network. For the purpose of examining the claim, the 
claim is interpreted mean that all members of the computing network have the identifier 
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after receiving the message described in step (b) and that any means of distinguishing 
between a participant and a non participant including election to participate by the 
recipient of the message described in step (b) of the claim reads on the claim. 

7. Claims 2-10 are rejected based on their dependencies on claim 1 . 

8. As per claim 1 1 , claim 1 1 , recites the limitation "the collaborative network". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 

9. The scope of claim 1 1 is unclear because the terms "members" and "participants" 
are used inconsistently to refer to both the set of network users and the set of users 
who are to be involved in the collaborative session. 

10. As per claim 13, claim 13, recites the limitation "the electronic devices". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. For the purpose of 
examining the claim, the limitation "the electronic devices" is interpreted as "the 
computing devices". 

1 1 . Claims 1 7 and 1 9 recite the limitation "The system of claim 1 ". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims because claim 1 is a method 
claim and does not describe a system. For the purpose of examining claims 17 and 19, 
these claims are interpreted as depending from claim 12 rather than claim 1 . 

12. Claim 18 is rejected based on its dependency from claim 17. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

13. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

14. Claims 1-4, 6, 7, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Choung et al. (US Patent 6,295,550, hereinafter Choung). 

1 5. As per claim 1 , Choung discloses a method for identifying participants of a 
collaborative network from all members of a computing network, the method comprising 
the steps of: determining a unique session identifier for the participants of the 
collaborative network (col. 9, lines 12-14: session definition includes session name and 
details); transmitting, by an inquiring participant, a message having the session identifier 
to all members of the computing network (col. 9, lines 45-50); responding by 
participants having the session identifier to the transmitted message sent by the 
inquiring participant (col. 9, lines 52-55); and establishing communication between the 
participants that responded to the message and the inquiring participant such that the 
collaborative network is formed including the inquiring participant (col. 8, lines 5-10: 
session list includes leading terminal; col. 9, lines session list stored in collaborative 
database; col. 8, lines 18-27; collaborative session established between session 
members). 

16. As per claim 2, Choung discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising the 
step of creating a participant list with the inquiring participant (col. 8, lines 5-10: session 
list includes leading terminal; col. 9, lines session list stored in collaborative database; 
col. 8, lines 18-27). 
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17. As per claim 3, Choung discloses the method of claim 2 wherein the participant 
list includes all of the participants of the collaborative network with the same session 
identifier (col. 9, lines 52-55; session members are chosen from participants with the 
session definition who identify themselves as participants). 

18. As per claim 4, Choung discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the participants 
are computing devices (col. 3, lines 49-58: participant terminals execute computer 
software). 

19. As per claim 6, Choung discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the collaborative 
network is capable of transmitting and receiving messages to and from computing 
devices (col. 8, lines 23-25). 

20. As per claim 7, Choung discloses the method of claim 6 wherein the collaborative 
network is a wired or wireless network (Fig. 1 ; col. 3, lines 24-25). 

21 . As per claim 1 1 , Choung discloses a method of identifying participants of a 
collaborative session communicating with an electronic network, the method comprising 
the steps of: establishing a session identifier for the collaborative session (col. 9, lines 
12-14: session definition includes session name and details) transmitting the session 
identifier to all members of the electronic network (col. 9, lines 45-50); and finding 
participants of the electronic network having the same session identifier in order to 
identify members of the collaborative network (col. 9, lines 52-55; col. 9, lines 52-55; list 
of members generated from participants with the session definition who identify 
themselves as participants). 
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22. Claims 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Patton 
(US Published Application 2002/0196789 A1). 

23. As per claim 12, Patton discloses a system for identifying members of a 
collaborative network, the system comprising: at least two computing devices (Fig. 1 A- 
2, item 12) in electronic communication with one another (Paragraph 0076); a unique 
session identifier for distinguishing members of the collaborative network (Paragraphs 
0092 and 0093: "contract identifier"); and an identification message having the unique 
session identifier that is sent between the two computing devices such that if the 
session identifier is the same between the two devices then the devices are members of 
the collaborative network (Paragraphs 0093 and 0094). 

24. As per claim 13, Patton discloses the system of claim 12 wherein the electronic 
devices are in a wireless or wired network (Paragraph 0072). 

25. As per claim 14, Patton discloses the system of claim 12 further comprising a 
participant list created on the computing devices in order to store members of the 
collaborative network (Paragraph 0195: in P2P topology group manager is on every 
computing device in group; Paragraph 0216: group manager maintains list of group 
members; Paragraphs 021 1-0212: copy of group manager data on each of group 
members computers). 

26. As per claim 1 5, Patton discloses the system of claim 12 wherein the computing 
devices are selected from the group consisting of PDA's, computers, and wireless 
devices (Paragraph 0065). 
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27. As per claim 16, Patton discloses the system of claim 12 wherein the at least two 
computing devices comprises a plurality of computing devices configured in an 
electronic network (Paragraph 0066). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

28. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

29. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Choung 
et al. (US Patent 6,295,550, hereinafter Choung) as applied to claim 4 above, and 
further in view of Patton (US Published Application 2002/0196789 A1 ). 

30. As per claim 5, Choung teaches method of claim 4 wherein the computing 
devices are computers, but Choung does not teach the computing devices consists of 
PDA's, computers, and wireless devices. 

31 . Patton teaches a collaborative network wherein the computing devices are 
selected from the group consisting of PDA's, computers, and wireless devices 
(Paragraph 0065). 

32. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Choung and Patton to modify the 
computing network taught by Choung to include wireless devices and PDA's because 
they both deal with identifying participants in a collaborative network. Furthermore, the 
teaching of Patton to include wireless devices and PDA's among the computing devices 
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would allow efficient assembling of collaborative groups by including portable and 
unwired devices allowing the forming of ad hoc networks (Paragraph 0002). 

33. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Choung et al. (US Patent 6,295,550, hereinafter Choung) as applied to claim 1 above, 
and further in view of 'Official Notice'. 

34. As per claim 8, Choung teaches the method of claim 1 including transmitting the 
session identifier by broadcasting (Abstract, lines 7-9). Choung does not explicitly 
teach that step (b) (transmitting, by an inquiring participant, a message having the 
session identifier to all members of the computing network) comprises transmitting a 
UDP datagram containing the session identifier to all members of the network. 
However 'Official Notice 1 is taken by the examiner that use of UDP to implement 
broadcast messages was well known at the time the invention was made. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the invention was made to 
transmit the session identifier as a UDP datagram because using UDP protocol would 
support transmitting the session identifier broadcast message as taught by Choung for 
efficient transmission of the identifier to a plurality of recipients. 

35. As per claim 9, Choung and 'Official Notice' as applied to claim 8, teach the 
method of claim 8 wherein the datagram is a broadcast datagram. 

36. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Patton (US Published Application 2002/0196789 A1) as applied to claim 12 above, 
and further in view of 'Official Notice'. 
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37. As per claim 17 and 18, Pattern fails to explicitly teach the system of claim 1 
wherein the identification message is a UDP broadcast datagram. However 'Official 
Notice' is taken by the examiner that use of UDP to broadcast datagram traffic over an 
IP network was well known at the time the invention was made. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the invention was made to transmit 
the session identifier as a UDP datagram because using UDP protocol would reduce 
the overhead required to transmit data to a plurality of members of a network resulting 
in more efficient transmission of the identifier to a plurality of recipients. 

38. Claims 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Choung et al. (US Patent 6,295,550, hereinafter Choung) as applied to claim 1 above, 
and further in view of Springmeyer et al. (US Published Application 2003/0131 141, 
hereinafter Springmeyer). 

39. As per claim 10, Choung does not explicitly teach the method of claim 1 further 
comprising the steps of: transmitting by each participant of the collaborative network a 
stay alive message; and removing a participant if the stay alive message is not received 
for a prescribed period of time. 

40. Springmeyer teaches transmitting by participants in a collaborative network a 
stay alive message and removing a participant if the stay alive message is not received 
for a prescribed period of time (Figs. 49 and 51 ; Paragraphs 147-149). 

41 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Choung and Springmeyer because they 
both deal with identifying communication partners in a network. Furthermore, the 
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teaching of Springmeyer would to remove participants after they have left the network 
would increase efficiency by allowing recovering resources associated with attempting 
to communicate with an absent participant. 

42. Claims 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Patton 
(US Published Application 2002/0196789 A1) as applied to claim 12 above, and further 
in view of Springmeyer et al. (US Published Application 2003/0131 141, hereinafter 
Springmeyer). 

43. As per claim 19, Patton does not explicitly teach the system of claim 12 further 
comprising a stay alive message transmitted between the electronic devices and 
operative to inform if a device has left the collaborative network. 

44. Springmeyer teaches transmitting by participants in a collaborative network a 
stay alive message and removing a participant if the stay alive message is not received 
for a prescribed period of time (Figs. 49 and 51; Paragraphs 147-149). 

45. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Patton and Springmeyer because they 
both deal with identifying communication partners in a network. Furthermore, the 
teaching of Springmeyer would to remove participants after they have left the network 
would increase efficiency by allowing recovering resources associated with attempting 
to communicate with an absent participant. 

Conclusion 

46. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following patents and publications are cited to further show 
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the state of the art with respect to "Method for discovering and discriminating devices on 
local collaborative networks to facilitate collaboration among users". 

i. US 2002/0173319 Fostick, Gideon Using session identifier to 
identify conference participants 

ii. US 2002/0086665 Maggenti et al. Maintaining list of 
participants and UDP, Session Initiation Protocol 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Isaac R Clark whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3961. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John A Follansbee can be reached on (571)272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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